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Status 

1 )H Responsive to communication(s) filed on 18 March 2nn.i . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2 b)D This action is non-final 

4) K| Claim(s) i^O is/are pending in the application. 
4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) D Claim(s) is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) 13 Claim(s) ±20 are subject to restriction and/or election requirement 
Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a) D accepted or b) D objected to by the Examiner 
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1 1D T Proposed drawing correction filed on _ is: a)D approved b) D disapproved by the ExalL 
If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Applicants election with traverse of Claims 1-17 in Paper No. 7 is acknowledged. The 
traversal is on the ground( S ) that the flame retardant coating could be applied by means of a 
heated spray coating and could still formulate the same article does not appear to be any 
different from what Applicant claims. 

Election/Restrictions 
2. Restriction to one of the following inventions is required under 35 U.S.C. 121: 

I. Claims 1-17 are drawn to a flame metalized fabric, classified in class 442, 
subclass 059+. 

II. Claims 18-20 are drawn to a method of forming a flame retardant conductive 
polymeric fabric, classified in class 427 in various subclasses. 

The inventions are distinct, each from the other because of the following reasons: 
3. Inventions .I and I are related as process of making and product made. The inventions 
are distinct if either or both of the following can be shown: (1 ) that the process as claimed 
can be used to make other and materially different product or (2) that the product as claimed 
can be made by another and materially different process (MPEP S 806.05(f)). In the instant 
case the metal layer could be disposed directly on the fabric substrate and a flame retardant 
coating is then applied onto the metal and could still formulate the same composite. Further 
support for materially producing the same product by another method is taken from 
Applicant's own admission on page 5, lines 11-16. 

4. Because these inventions are distinct for the reasons given above and have acquired a 
separate status in the art as shown by their different classification and recognized divergent 
subject matter, restriction for examination purposes as indicated is proper. 
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5. A telephone call was made to Mr. Stephan Salai on 1 2/04/2002 to request an oral 
election to the above restriction requirement, but did not result in an election being made. 

Applicant is advised that the reply to this requirement to be complete must include an 
election of the invention to be examined even though the requirement be traversed (37 CFR 
1.143). 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ms. Arti Singh whose telephone number is 703-305-0291. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:00am to 6:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Terrel Morris can be reached on 703-308-2414. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-873-9310 for regular 
communications and 703-872-931 1 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308-0661. 
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